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Art Unit: 3693 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 and 12 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Disclosed Prior Art (see pp. 1 - 2). 

Regarding Claims 1, 3, 5 and 7, Disclosed Prior Art discloses an authenticity 
checker of driver's license comprising: 

■ a driver's license shooting section capable of shooting a watermark of a 
driver's license from the obverse side, (see p. 1 , lines 15-18); 

■ an authenticity judging section which judges the driver's license is forgery 
when neither of the watermarks shot from the obverse side by the driver's 
license shooting section is recognized as a regular watermark, and judges 
the driver's license is authentic when the watermarks is recognized as a 
regular watermark, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 

■ wherein the driver's license shooting section includes a first camera to 
shoot the driver's license from the obverse side, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 

■ a first light to irradiate the driver's license from the reverse side 
(backside), (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 

■ a camera for shooting a driver's license, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 
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■ a light which is placed opposite to a lens of a camera, (see p. 1 , lines 1 5 - 
18); 

■ a revolving means for revolving the driver's license between the lens and 
the light so that the obverse or the backside of the driver's license is 
placed opposite to the lens, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 

■ wherein the driver's shooting section includes a camera, (see p. 1 , lines 
15-18); 

■ first light for irradiating one side (backside) of the driver's license which 
has been carried to a fixed placed, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); and 

■ first optical system for propagating light, which has been outputted from 
the first light and transmitted through the driver's license (backside), to the 
camera, (see p. 1, lines 15-18). 

Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined claim limitations - an authenticity 
checker of driver's license comprising: 

■ a driver's license shooting section capable of shooting a watermark of a 
driver's license from both obverse and reverse side; 

■ an authenticity judging section which judges the driver's license is forgery 
when neither of the watermarks shot from the obverse nor reverse side by 
the driver's license shooting section is recognized as a regular watermark, 
and judges the driver's license is authentic when at least one of 
watermarks is recognized as a regular watermark; 
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■ wherein the driver's license shooting section includes first and second 
cameras to shoot the driver's license from the obverse and reverse side : 

■ first and second lights to irradiate the driver's license from the reverse and 
obverse side : 

■ a conveyor means for carrying a driver's license: 

■ first and second lights for irradiating one side and the other side of the 
driver's license which has been carried to a fixed placed by the conveyor 
means : and 

■ first and second optical systems for propagating light, which has been 
outputted from the first or second light and transmitted through the driver's 
license, to the camera. 

Examining a document and/or identification from both sides, either via a manual 
or an automated system, is old and well known in the art of authentication and 
verification. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art with the ability to examine both 
sides of the driver's license, allowing for examination of the watermarks, images and/or 
identifying information that could be located on either side of the license, rather than just 
examination of the one side, as such identifiers could be located on the opposing side of 
the license that was originally present or on both sides of the license. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art to provide an additional light 
and an additional camera to examine the driver's license from an additional angle, 
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since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device, 
without more, involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co, 193 
USPQ 8 (CA 7); In re Harza, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art to allow for any device and/or 
method by which to place the examined driver's license in between the light and the 
camera, as disclosed by Disclosed Prior Art, that the inventor desired such as via a 
conveyor belt, robotic claw or a tube slot. In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 553, 555, 188 USPQ 7, 
9 (CCPA 1975). 

Regarding Claims 2, 4, 6 and 8, Claims 2, 4, 6 and 8 recite similar limitations 
and/or would have been obvious based upon Claims 1,3,5 and 7 rejected above, and 
are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the rejection of 
Claims 1, 3, 5 and 7. 

Regarding Claims 12-13, Claims 12-13 recite similar limitations and/or would 
have been obvious based upon Claims 1 - 8 rejected above, and are therefore rejected 
using the same art and rationale as applied in the rejection of Claims 1 - 8. 

Claims 9 - 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Disclosed Prior Art, as applied to Claims 1 - 8 above, and further in view of Soltesz (WO 
99/30267). 

Regarding Claims 9-11, Disclosed Prior Art discloses a machine comprising: 
■ an image camera for shooting a watermark, (see p. 1, lines 15-18); 
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Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined claim limitations - an automated - 
teller machine comprising: 

■ an image camera for shooting a facial portrait of a user ; and 

■ a face image collator for verifying identity of the user by collating an image 
of a photograph attached to his/her ID card with image data of the facial 
portrait shot by the image camera: 

■ a transmitting section for transmitting image data of the facial portrait 
obtained by the image camera to a server: and 

■ a server for identifying the user based on pre-registered face image data 
of plural users and the image data transmitted from the transmitting 
section. 

Soltesz discloses an automated teller machine (self-service kiosk/ATM) 
comprising (see p. 1 , lines 3-12): 

■ an image camera for shooting a facial portrait of a user (biometrics 
capture device); (see abstract) 

■ a face image collator (controller) for verifying (comparing) identity 
(biometrics data) of the user by collating an image of a photograph 
(biometrics data) attached to his/her ID card (optical card) with image data 
of the facial portrait (biometrics data) shot by the image camera 
(biometrics capture device), (see abstract); 

■ a transmitting section (controller) for (optionally) transmitting image data 
(biometric data) of the facial portrait obtained by the image camera 
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(biometric input device) to a server (central data base), (see p. 16, lines 57 
-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art by incorporating the 
authenticity checker into an ATM, as disclosed by Soltesz, allowing for the use of 
identification verification in a money dispensing transaction, a standard and/or 
conventional procedure in such a transaction. 

Furthermore, as biometric data, such as a facial image, is a standard and/or 
conventional identifier located on an identification card, such as a driver's license, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art and Soltesz by incorporating the capability to 
authenticate through biometrics data, such as facial imaging, as disclosed by Soltesz, in 
addition to a watermark, as the use of such information for identification purposes is 
standard and/or conventional. 

While Soltesz does not transmit data obtained to a remote server for 
identification purposes, such computer system architecture is old and well known, for as 
Soltesz states "...communications with a remote database are not required in order to 
perform the verification and/or authentication." (see p. 15, lines 11-13). While Soltesz 
opts not to utilize such an architecture it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art 
and Soltesz to allow for any computer system architecture that the inventor desired 
such as performance of identification processes on site or via transmission for 
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processing at a remote location. In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 553, 555, 188 USPQ 7, 9 (CCPA 
1975). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason M. Borlinghaus whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6924. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 
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